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Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 4931 OF 2004

TAM L NADU JAI BHARATH M LLS LTD. Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
HONGKONG & SHANGHAI BANKI NG CORPN. LTD. Respondent (s)

Wth CGvil Appeal Nos.4932-4933 of 2004
(Wth appln. for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned judgnent)

Cvil Appeal Nos.4934-4937 of 2004

Civil Appeal No.4938 of 2004

Civil Appeal No.4939 of 2004

Cvil Appeal No.4940 of 2004

(Wth appln. for exenption fromfiling c/c of the inpugned judgment)
Dat e: 07/05/2008 These Appeals called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVAL
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE G S. SI NGHVI

For Appellant(s) M. MN. Krishnamani, Sr. Adv.

in CA 4931, 4938, M. A V. Rangam Adv.
4939 and 4940/ 2004: M. Buddy A. Ranganadhan, Adv.
in CA 4934-37: Ms. Niranjana Singh, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. K K Mni, Adv.

M. R K Pandey, Adv.
M. Mayur R Shah, Adv.

M. Pranod B. Agarwal a, Adv.
Ms. Praveena Gaut am Adv.
M. Nitin Kant Seti a, Adv.

M. Arun K. Sharnmm, Adv.
Ms. Vandana Shar na, Adv.
Ms. Pratibha Jain, Adv.
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Ms. Manjul a CGupta, Adv.
M . Roy Abraham Adv.
Ms. Seema Jai n, Adv.
M. Vinm esh Kumar, Adv.
M. Hi m nder Lal, Adv.

Ram Lal Roy, Adv.
R. N. Keshwani , Adv.

Vi shwaj it Singh, Adv.
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Rakesh K. Shar ma, Adv.



UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Civil Appeal Nos.4931/2004, 4938/2004, 4939/2004 and
4940/ 2004:

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
The civil appeals are all owed.

G vil Appeal Nos.4932-4933/2004 and 4934-4937/2004:
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

In view of the order passed in G vil Appeal No.4931
of 2004 and connected natters, these appeals are all owed.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ Om Prakash ]
A R-cumP.S. Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4931 OF 2004

Tam | Nadu Jai Bharath MIls Ltd. ... Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus

Hongkong & Shanghai Banki ng Corpn. Ltd. ... Respondent ( s)

Wth Cvil Appeal Nos.4938/2004, 4939/2004, 4940/2004, 4932-
4933/ 2004 and 4934-4937/ 2004

ORDER

G vil Appeal Nos.4931/2004, 4938/2004, 4939/2004 and 4940/ 2004:

Heard | earned counsel for the parties.

In these appeals, different conplaints were filed before the
District Consuner Disputes Redressal Forum|[for short, "District
Forumi'], which were dismissed by different orders on a finding that
there was no deficiency in service. The said orders were confirmed by
the State Consuner Disputes Redressal Conmi ssion, Chennai [for
short, "State Commission"]. Thereafter, when the matters were taken
to the National Consuner D sputes Redressal Conmission in revision
the sane were di sm ssed observing as if the State Commi ssion had
directed the conplainants to nove the civil court for redressal of their
gri evances. Hence, these appeal s by special |eave.

Havi ng taken into consideration all the pros and cons of the
matter, we are of the view that the conplainants, instead of noving the
District Forumby filing different
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compl aints, should have filed properly constituted suits before a
competent civil court. Accordingly, the appeals are all owed, inmpugned
orders are set aside and the conplaints are dismssed with [iberty to the



conpl ai nant s to nove  conpet ent civil court by filing properly
constituted suits. As, in our view, the conplainants were bonafide

prosecuting the present proceedings, we direct that if, along with the

plaints, petitions under Section 14 of the Limtation Act are filed, tine

spent fromthe date of filing of the conplaints till this date shall be
excluded in conputing the period of limtation

Civil Appeal Nos.4932-4933/2004 and 4934-4937/2004:

Heard heard counsel for the parties.

In view of the order passed in Cvil Appeal No.4931 of 2004
and connected matters, these appeals are allowed, inpugned orders are
set aside and the conplaint petitions filed by the conplainants are
dismissed with liberty to the conplainants to nove conpetent civil court
by filing properly constituted suits. As, in our view, the conplainants
wer e bonafide prosecuting the present proceedings, we direct that if,
along with the plaints, petitions under Section 14 of the Linmitation Act
are filed, time spent fromthe date of filing of the complaints till this
date shall be excluded in conputing the period of limtation

[B.N. AGRAVAL]

[GS. SINGHVI]
New Del hi ,
May 07, 2008.



